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NOV - 9 2005
Kathy Skilton
405 Forest Park Circle, LonM,‘M%@NB*

November 01, 2005

Senator Mel Martinez

United States Senate

317 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Martinez:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) coliection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many iow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like
ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my bebhalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

c%/afu/ Mottsz

Kathy Skilton

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Sue Sauva&au FCC - MAILROOM

61 Fall St., Seneca Falls, New York 13148

November 02, 2005 10:46 AM
Senator Charles Schumer
U.S. Senate
313 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

[ am concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) effort to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to 2 monthly flat fee. Your constituents will be
negatively impacted by this unfair proposal. Flat fees always favor the rich over working citizens.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. [f the FCC changes to a flat fee system, someone who uses one thousand minutesa
month of long distance, pays the same amount as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-
volume users is radical and unnecessary. This takes away one of modern life’s basic tools for many
people. It would also be a hardship for small businesses.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the USF issue with newsletters and website
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a low volume, multiple number
consumer, I would like ensure that I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed
formula, my service will cost a lot more. According to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC
officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on this issue and continue to spread the word. I hope you
will pass along my concerns to the FCC. I believe they know that a flat fee tax will
disproportionately affect your low to moderate income constituents. Thank you for your continued
work on many important issues. I look forward to hearing your position on this matter.

Sincerely, Dene. We, WX Lev ,
T wwve waaWee T ™Y Denaleas N
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Kurt Marden FCC - MAILROOMN

550 Old Harvard Rd. , Boxborough, Massachusetts 01719-1817

November 01, 2005 12:08 PM

Senator John Kerry

U.S. Senate

304 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kerry:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position
to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who
uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as
someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF
issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to
FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover,
or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I
would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC
has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them
know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Smcerely, No. of (‘or‘zs-a rec’d




c¢: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sineasaie

Kurt Marden

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission not




Douglas Pippin RECEIVED & INSPECTEL |

154 Mountain Laurel Lane — — —
Fletcher, NC 28732-5707 NOV - 9 2005 Novermber 02, 2005
Senator Elizabeth Dole FCC - MAILROOM

U.S. Senate

555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dole:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental
effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure [ .am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And accordmg to the Coalition's recent
ineetings with top- FCC ofﬁcmls the FCC has plans to change to a ﬂat fee system soon and W1thout _
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I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf letting them know how a
flat {ee tax could dispropomonately affect those in your constituency. -

Thank you for vour continued work and I look forward to heanng about your position on this matter.

Sincerely, - - - R T T R A P ST
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Douglas PiEEin m M’_"ﬂIEI'.]

154 Mountain Laurel Lane
Fletcher, NC 28732-5707

November 02, 2005

NOV - 9 2005

Representative Charles Taylor
U S. House of Representatives FCC - MAILROOM
231 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Taylor:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental
effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coatlition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure Fam charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FLC ofﬁ01als the FCC has plans to changc to a ﬂat fee system soon and w1th0ut )

S Cadt e 1,‘(-‘.!
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I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
commumty I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behaif, lvttmg them know how a
flat fee tax could dlsproportlonately affect those in your consfituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearmg about your posmon on this mater.

Sincerely,
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Douglas Pippin

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress S
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NOV - 9 2005

o .
Don Lay CC - MAILROOM l

430 Pamela , Mineola, Texas 73773

November 01, 2005 11:40 AM

Senator John Comyn

U.S. Senate

517 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Cornyn:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Mo, of Crnigs rec'd f]
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Sincerely,

Don Lay

c¢c: FCC Chair Kevin Martin
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NOV - 9 2003

FCC - MAILROOM

Roger Van Wert
P.O. Box 1198 , Mermimack, New Hampshire 03054-1198

November 01, 2005 01:53 PM

Senator John Sununu

U.S. Senate

111 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Sununu:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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ECC - MA! L ROOM

Mary Frances Wolski
11406 Valley Dive , Saint John, Indiana 46373

November 01, 2005 11:05 AM

Senator Evan Bayh

U.S. Senate

463 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Bayh:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position
to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who
uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as
someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed abeui the USF
issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to
FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover,
or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I
would like ensure I am charged fairly. if the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC
has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. [ request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them
know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

No. of Copies rec'd Q
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

c¢c: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

Mary Frances Wolski

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission not




Curtis D Conley

10052A Grove Ct , Westminster, Colorado 80031 RECEIVED & INSPECTED
o November 01, 2005 03:28 PM
NOV -9 2005
Representative Mark Udall
U.S. House of Representatives FCC - MAILROOM

240 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-00601

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Udall:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their
bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress ' Mo, of f1op;
g
Sincerely, ' — T

Curtis D Conley )
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Curtis D Conley

10052A Grove Ct , Westminster, Colorado 80031
November 01, 2005 03:20 PM

Senator Ken Salazar

U.S. Senate

702 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-

Dear Senator Salazar:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Ifthe
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their
bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to Jow-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Gengress

Sincerely,

NO r)f C{;\Cf% r@"'d
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RECEIVED & MNSPECTED

NOV - 9200

FCC - MAILROOM

Graham King
15517 40th Ave W Apt E303, Lynnwood, Washington 98087-8454

November 01, 2005 (09:32 PM

Senator Maria Cantwell

U.S. Senate

717 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Cantwell:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one
thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely
should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due
to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to
ensure that | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more.
And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Na. of Conign rag’
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

Graham King

¢e: Chairman Kevin Martin, The Federal Communications Commission




RECEIVED & INSPECTED
NOV - 9 2005

| FOC - MAILROOM
LARRY LYNCH _ _
739 N COMMERCIAL , CLARK, South Dakota 57225

November 01,2005 11:11 AM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear e i G sV)arTit/

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. Irequest you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position or this

matter.

Sincerely,

Sincerely,d%%

LARRY LYNCH
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NOV -9 2005

FCC - MAILROOM

Harry & Doris Jackson
207 West First Street , Ellis Grove, Illinois 62241-0103

November 01, 2005 05:55 PM

Senator Dick Durbin

U.S. Senate

332 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Durbin:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one
thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely
should not be penalized for doing so. Let's pleast be fair to our poorer neighbors.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due
to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure
I am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to
a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Nao. of Coniss rec’d ﬁ 2
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,
Harry and Doris Jackson Ellis Grove, Illinois

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Harry & Doris Jackson w
207 West First Street , Ellis Grove, Illinois 62241-0103

November (1, 2005 05:55 PM

Senator Barack Obama

U.S. Senate

713 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Obama;

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. 1fthe FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one
thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely
should not be penalized for doing so. Let's pleast be fair to our poorer neighbors.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due
to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While ] am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure
[ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more, And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to
a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,
Harry and Doris Jackson Ellis Grove, Illinois

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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W. B. Tichenor _ | Fee _

1212 Torrey Pines Dr. , Columbia, Missouri 65203-4824

November 01, 2005 01:11 PM

Senator Christopher Bond

U.8. Senate

274 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Bond:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses al! across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.,

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. [ request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituengy,
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
maftter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

W. B. Tichenor

CC:

The Federal Communications Commission not
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W. B. Tichenor FCC - MAILROOM
1212 Torrey Pines Dr. , Columbia, Missouri 65203-4824

November 01, 2005 01:11 PM

Senator Jim Talent

U.S. Senate

493 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Talent:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on smali businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

W. B. Tichenor

ec:

The Federal Communications Commission not
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Roger Christensen

4122 Huntington Ave. , Janesville, Wisconsin 53546

November 02, 2005 07:37 AM

Senator Russeli Feingold

U.S. Senate

506 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feingold:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

Roger Christensen

cc

The Federal Communications Commission not
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55 Barrett Rd #504, Berea, Ohio 44017

November 04, 2005 12:42 AM

Senator Mike DeWine

U.S. Senate

1406 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator DeWine:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am 2 member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While [ am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Na. of Conies rec'd 0
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

cc

FCC General Email Box
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Roger Christensen
4122 Huntington Ave. , Janesville, Wisconsin 53546

November 02, 2005 07:37 AM

Senator Herb Kohl

U.S. Senate

330 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kohl:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wil} cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legisiation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. I request you pass along my concems to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

Roger Christensen

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission not



Micwi Lou Ann Ross Mailing Address: PO, Box 50533 1-972-386-9723 (Residence)
Dallas, TX 752500533 19723865131 (Fax)

Residence: 14277 Preston Rd. #134
Dallas, TX 752548514

November 1, 2005 03:26 PM

Representative Pete Sessions

U.S. House of Representatives

1514 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Re: Federak-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Sessions:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Conmmunications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthiy flat fee. Many of your constitnents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more mto the
svstem. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a
month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minies of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shonid not be penalized for doing so.

A fat fee tax could cause mumy low-volume long distance users, like stodents, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable
monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 0 low-volume users is

ical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America_

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which ! am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am
aware that federal law does not require companies 1o recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like easure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC bas plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to momnitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my comnmnity. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letiing them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continned work and I Jook forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

445 12th St SW
Washington, DC, 20554
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Mari Lou Arn Ross Maiting Address: PO, Box 50533 3-972-386-9723 (Residence)
Dailins, TX 762500533 3-972-386-5431 {(Fax)
Residence: 14277 Preston Rd. #134
Datlas, TX 75254-8514
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November 1,2005 03:26 PM

Senator Kay Hutchison

U.S. Senate

284 Russell Sepate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

[FCC-MAILROOM

Re: Federal-State Joini Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Hutchison:

I have serious concetns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthiy flat fee. Many of your constituents, inchiding me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As yon know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
systera. If the FCC changes that system io a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thonsand minntes a
month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fond as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituenis who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-tacome residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phones due to unaffordable
monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental cffect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to PCC information. While 1 am
aware that federat law does not require companies o recover, or "pass along™ these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a fiat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will contimie to monitor developments on the issue and continne to spread the word to my community. 1
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionateiy affect those in your constimency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

cc: PCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
445 12th St SW
Washington, DC, 20554




Mai Lou Ann Ross Mailing Address:  P.0. Box 50533 19723369723 (Residence)
Dalias, TX 752500533

Resiience: 14277 Preston Rd. #134
Dallas, TX 75254-8514

November 01, 2605 03:26 PM

Senator John Coenyn

U.S. Senate

517 Hare Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Re:  Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Comyn:

I have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Commmnications Conmmissions’ (FCC) position o change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to 2 monthly flai fee. Many of your coustituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively tmpacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collecied on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more imo the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a
month of jong distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should aot be penalized for doing so.

A flal fee tax could canse many low-volume long distance wsers, like sindents, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and fow-income residential and ryral consumess, to give up their phones due to umaffordable
monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the fimding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it wounld have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links t0 PCC informmation, While I am
aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along”™ these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according (0 the Coalition’s recent meetings with fop FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and cominue jo spread the word to my compmnmity. 1
Tequest you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

cc:  BOC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress No. of Covies rec
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David Stanford

127 Shore Drive , Williamsburg, Virginia 23185
November 01, 2005 11:00 AM

Senator George Allen

U.S. Senate

204 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
mnto the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. 1fthe FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Na. of Conigs rec'd ( 2
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

Sincerely, ﬁ a/-/ % j ' :) :
David Stanfor B

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission not




Delmo Risley FC
530 Woolsey Drive , Prescott, Arizona 86303-3510

Wad {} W W November 01, 2005 03:30 PM
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Senator Jori Kyl

U.S. Senate

730 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kyl:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. [request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Nao. of Conies ﬁac'd,,__@m--.*
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

cC:

\] The Federal Communications Commission not
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Roger Christensel FCC-MA

4122 Huntington Ave. , Janesville, Wisconsin 53546

November 02, 2005 07:37 AM

Representative Paul Ryan

U.S. House of Representatives

1113 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Ryan:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. Ifthe FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While T am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. 1 request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

e e i,




Thank you for your contimzed work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Mariin, Congress
Sincerely,

Roger Christensen

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission not




